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IN THE FOR THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

case no 12-CV-23497 Graham/Goodman 

Antoine Fernand Saint-Surin 
Plaintiff, 

v. 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
Department of Justice, 

Defendants. 

/ 

COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF/DOCUMENT RELEASE 

1. This is an action under the Freedom of Information Act, 6 U.S.C. section 552, and the 
Administrative Procedure Act, 5. U.S.C. section 701 et seq., for injunctive and other appropriate 
relief, and seeking the expedited process in and release of agency documents requested by plaintiff 
from defendant Federal Bureau of Investigation, hereinafter also called FBI, who is under the authority 
of the Department of Justice. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

2. This Court has both subject matter jurisdiction over this action and personal jurisdiction over 
the parties pursuant to 5 U.S.C. section 552(a)(4)(B), (6)(E)(iii). 

3. This court also has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. section 1331 and 5 U.S.C. 
section 701 et seq. 

4. Venue lies in this district under 5 U.S.C. section 552(a)(4)(B). 

PARTIES 

5. Plaintiff, Pro-Se, is an adult incarcerated male seeking a very specific, and limited documents from his 
OWN FBI file to assist and support contentions and allegations contained in motions filed in his Appellate 
Court and to further be used in support of other motions filed or to be filed in the District Court, Appellate 
Court, and Supreme Court, 

6. Defendant, Department of Justice is a Department of the Executive Branch of the United States 
Government. The DOJ is an agency within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. section 552(f). 

7. Defendant Federal Bureau of Investigation is a component of the Department of Justice. The FBI 
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is an agency within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. section 552(f). 

8. Defendant Eric Holder is Attorney General of the United States and heads the Department of 
Justice. This defendant is responsible for both DOJ and FBI compliance with the laws of the United 

States and regulations promulgated under such laws, including the laws and regulations at issue in this case. 

DEFENDANT FBI 

9. the FBI alleges its agent secured the signature of the Plaintiff on its form FD-395 (Miranda Waiver) and 
Advice of Rights document(s) prior to plaintiff's illegal extraction from Ecuador. Plaintiff contends he never 
signed such form(s) and that his signature was forged. An independent Forensic Handwriting Expert's report, 
(Exhibit "A") confirmed that the copies of said forms made available for forensic review clearly indicated that said 
signatures were in fact forged or "photo shopped" on to these forms. The report further supports the allegations 
by plaintiff that his signature was also forged on another contested document produced by his prior counsel 
after being admonished by a District Judge for potential conflict of interest, and his admission he could not 
"remember" if a waiver of conflict agreement for the prior representation of numerous co-defendants existed. 
After SIX months defense "found" the proffered document, allegedly containing the signature of the Plaintiff, 
which forensic examination later confirmed its forgery (Exhibit "B"). 

Access to the estimated FOUR (4) single page documents requested will be further used by the Plaintiff in this 
action in support of Defendant's Criminal Case number: 05-60078-CR-MARRA and Appeals Case numbers: 
11-10640-CC and 12-10597-CC. 

10. That all attempts by Plaintiff and the Forensic Handwriting Expert to obtain or inspect the original forms, 
or to arrange an examination or viewing of same have been unsuccessful because the original documents do 
not exist, have been lost, misplaced or destroyed according to the sources who should have the original of 
said four documents. The Plaintiff believes and alleges one or more of these actions have occurred to cover up 
the conspiracy against him and to protect the agents and his former attorney from truthful discovery and 
disclosure of the forgery of his signatures. That several parties are complicit in this actions and should be held 
accountable. 

PLAINTIFF'S FOIA REQUEST AND REQUEST FOR EXPEDITED PROCESSING (HISTORY) 

11. By means of a letter and applicable identify forms mailed to Defendant FBI dated and mailed on 12/23/2011, 
plaintiff requested under the FOIA "the release of the SPECIFIC documents," which at most total four pages. 
The Plaintiff sough the release of FBI form FD-395 and "Advice of Rights" form(s). Release of said documents 
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requested would in NO way impede or compromise the security of the U.S.A. or diminish/reveal its investigative 
techniques. In spite of this specific request (Exhibit "C"), the document request was denied based on in part on 
the grounds that it ..."could reasonably be expected to interfere with enforcement proceedings. ..(Exhibit "D") 
dated March 5, 2012. Per said letter's instructions, Plaintiff filed an appeal in writing to the Director, Office of 
Information Policy (OIP), U.S. Dept. of Justice (Exhibit "E") on March 16, 2012. 

12. That this Administrative Appeal (Exhibit "E") was denied on April 25, 2012 by Janice Galli McLeod, Associate 

Director, U.S. Dept. of Justice, office of Information Policy, with instructions an additional Administrative Appeal 

could be filed, (Exhibit E-2). A second letter of was received on May 4, 2012 from the Federal Bureau of 

Investigation (Exhibit "F") that stated per Plaintiffs Administrative Appeal, "FBI Records Management Division has 

determined that there may be public source information in possible responsive files that may be released to you." 

[Note, the original of the forms requested under the F.O.I, should have been on file with the Clerk of the Circuit 
Court, thus be public records available to any interested party.] 

However, only COPIES of the documents requested have been made available. 

The Court, Prosecutor, FBI and prior attorneys all have miraculously lost, misplaced, destroyed or spirited away all 
originals, unless they are still in possession by the FBI, who will not acknowledge same. 

13. The government improperly concluded that the records sought were enforcement records and further stated 
in their reply letter (Exhibit G) "that there is a pending or prospective law enforcement proceeding relevant to 
these responsive records; and that release of the information contained in these responsive records could 
reasonably be expected to interfere with the enforcement proceedings." This is a false statement. 

14. Noting could be farther from the truth. All the other parties in the underlying criminal case have plead and been 
sentenced or released years ago, as proffered by the Prosecution and defense counsels during plaintiffs sentencing 
hearing. Further, that the FBI case relative to same has been closed. Their objection and refusal to release said 
records was not for the reasons stated, but to improperly protect their agents from prosecution for violating their 
oaths, duties and other violations of the law. 

15. The Plaintiff appealed this denial on or about the 6th Day of June 2012, clearly stating why plaintiffs very 
limited and specific request did not meet the denial criteria cited in the first denial, and further disclosing why 
the information was essential and necessary to allow plaintiff to properly defend himself in a criminal action, 
thus he was being deprived of equal justice under the law (Exhibit "H"). 

16. That the Appeal was Denied on September 6, 2012 (Exhibit "J") based on the allegation that the request was 
protected from disclosure under 5 U.S.C. section 552(B)(7)(A). This provision concerns records or information 
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complied for law enforcement purposes the release of which could reasonably be expected to interfere with 
enforcement proceedings. In fact, these public documents would NOT interfere with enforcement proceedings 
unless forgery is an enforcement proceedings. 

1 7. The statements in the Appeal Denial are totally without merit. Requesting access or copies of documents 
plaintiff allegedly signed would in no way interfere with enforcement proceedings, unless such enforcement 
proceedings advocated FORGERY of a defendant's signature. Pursuant to their letter of denial dated September 6, 
2012 (Exhibit "J"), I am allowed to file this action in district court in accordance with 5 U.S.C. section 552(a)(4)(B) 
seeking redress by the Court. 

18. To date, defendants have not released documents requested by Plaintiff. 

19. Plaintiff has exhausted all applicable administrative remedies. 

20. Plaintiff is entitled to expedited processing of its FOIA request under the standards contained in defendant 
DOG's regulations. 

21 . Defendants have wrongfully withheld the requested records from plaintiff. 

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM: VIOLATION OF THE FOIA-FAILURE TO RESPOND TO REQUEST FOR EXPEDITED PROCESSING 

22. Plaintiff repeats and realleges paragraphs 1-21. 

23. Defendants' failure to timely respond to plaintiffs request for expedited processing violates the FOIA, 
5 U.S.C. section 552(a)(6)(E)(ii), and the defendant DOJ's own regulation promulgated under the Act, 28 
C.F.R. section 16.5(d)(4). 

24. Defendant's failure to timely respond is arbitrary, capricious, and abuse of discretion, not in accordance 

with law and without observance of procedure required by law. 

SECOND CLAIM: THAT THE FBI FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE LIMITED REQUEST OF THE PLAINTIFF CITING 
DEFENSES AND REASONS NOT APPLICABLE TO THE REQUEST AT HAND 

25. Plaintiff repeats and realleges paragraphs 1-21. 

26. The FBI could have simply redacted any information contained in the very specific request of the plaintiff 
that met the lawful exceptions of FOI information release, as plaintiff stated he only sought the signatures 
contained on the documents. A redacted version would certainly meet all the requirement for'FOI release. 
Further, FBI counsel, who reviewed the request(s) was aware it could of complied with the request(s) by 
submitting the FOUR (4) single sheet documents to a District Court Judge to review "in camera" and further request 
that any data contained therein that the Court felt should be exempt or not disclosed be redacted before delivery 
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to plaintiff. 

PRAYER 

Plaintiff requests that this Court: 

A. Order defendants immediately to process the requested records in their entireties; OR submit same to the 
District Court for in camera review before releasing same. 

B. Order defendants, on completion of the expediting processing, to disclose the requested records in their 
entireties and make copies available to plaintiff and the ORIGINAL documents available for further forensic 
review by a licensed/certified forensic examiner. 

C. Provide for expeditious proceedings in this action; 

D. Award plaintiff its costs and reasonable fees incurred in this action; and 

E. Grant plaintiff all ojjier/f^li^f that is just and proper, 
itted thi Maim iptember, 12012 by: 

AntSfrie FernanuSainraurin (Pro^ef 
73572-004 
Miami FCI 
P.O. Box 779800 
Miami, FL 33177 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 



A true copy of the forgoing complaint with all Exi 
General for the United States, Department of Ju 
20530-0001 by first class postage paidijll^. Ma 

Arftoine Ferna 




sj$een forwarded to Eric Holder, Attorney 
5 New York ^ve, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
jr| day oil September, 2012. 



alnt-Sufirk^/ 



ATTACHMENT /EXHIBIT. 
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AMTOIME, FEfiMA N E> SAJKTF-SUfOT 
FEBRUARY §, F0I2 



60x811958 
Boca Raton, Florida 33481 
561.361.0007 

www.FloririaPocument$xap*fner,C Qift 
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FORENSIC REPORT 
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Forensic Document Examiners Inc. 

E. C. Bryan 

Box 811958 

Boca Raton, Fl. 33481 

561.361.0007 

BocaForensicf&aohcom 

www.FloridaDocumentExaminer.coni 



February 8, 2012 
Dear Mr. Saint-Surin: 

At your request, I examined the following photo copies of the questioned documents you 
provided using forensic techniques. The procedures are grounded in the generally 
accepted body of knowledge and experience in the field of forensic document 
examination. By following these procedures a forensic document examiner can ascertain 
within a degree of certainty the authenticity of a signature and or document. 

Questioned documents: (referred to as Q-l through Q-3) 

Ql . Document 479-2 KONSEY DE DWA letter (copy) 

Q2 Document 479-3 Federal Bureau of Investigation Advice of Rights form (copy) 
Q3. Document 479-4 Federal Bureau of Investigation Advice of Rights form (copy) 

Comparison: (referred to as K-l) 

Kl. Document 479-1 (undisputed signatures / copy) 
Comments: 

Photocopies were provided as representative of a true and correct copy of the original 
documents. This examiner requested the original documents for examination but only 
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photocopies were available at this time. Any opinion rendered is based on the copies 
being a true representation of the originals. This examiner reserves the right to modify / 
add to the opinion stated herein, based on availability and further examination of the 
original documents 



Conclusion: (original reports have my raised seal on each page) 

This examiner was asked to compare the "headers" otherwise referred to as the "tops of 
each page" of the above referenced questioned documents to known authentic documents. 
I was to determine whether or not the documents were manufactured, created from 
sections of random documents using a "cut and paste" or "Photo Shop" method. This 
examiner compared the "tops of the pages" of Q1-Q3 to the Kl (authentic) document and 
found stark dissimilarities in the print quality and copy methods. 

The fonts, or individual letters on the headers, on the tops of each of the Q1-Q3 pages are 
smooth, non-pixilated (not surrounded by or comprised of small dots) in appearance. 
There are no signs of surrounding small dots representing a digitalization process. 

The fonts, the typed body of each of the questioned documents appears heavily pixilated 
by contrast (heavily dotted in appearance). My observations imply that the tops, the 
headers of the questioned pages and the body, the text, were produced not only at 
different times, but using different methods. There is no other explanation at this time for 
the obvious signs of pixels in the text (body) of the documents while none appear in the 
headers. The pixels are also evident in the signature of Mr. Antoine Saint-Surin as well 
as others on the questioned documents. 

The exhibits (enlargements) of the questioned documents were produced by my MiScope 
IR digital microscope and digital camera. The enlargements clearly show the non- 
pixilated and the pixilated sections in question. 

In conclusion, this examiner has determined the documents in question to be composites 
of digitalized and photocopied documents. If the original documents this examiner 
requested become available I reserve the right to offer additional observations. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call. 



Sincerely, 




E. C. Bryan 



Certified Forensic 
Document Examiner 
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QUESTIONED DOCUMENTS 
Ql through Q3 
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KONSEY DE DWA 



3fe 



Date 
Le 



DWA OU 

Avann poze ou keksyon, se pou ou konprann dwa ou. 
Ou gen dwa padi anyen. 
Nenpdt sa ou di fca sevi kont ou nan tribinal. 

Ou gen dwa mande ou avoka konsey avan nou poze oil nenpdt keksyon. 
Ou gen dwa gen yen ou avoka avek ou pandan yap poze keksyon. 

Si ou pa gen moyen pou peye ou avoka, ya pededyen yon pou ou, avan yo kdmanse 
poze ou keksyon, si ou vie. 

Si ou deside pou reponn keksyon kouiyea saa ptezans oti avoka, ou gen dwa sisnann 
reponn le ou vie. 



RENONSYASYON DE DWA 

Mwen ii deklarasyon dwa'm 6 mwen komprann dwa'm yo. Kouiyea, mwen detemine pou' 
reponn keksyon san prezans ou avoka. 






/- 
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f 



Revised 
11-05-2002 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
ADVICE OF RIGHTS 



LOCATION 



Place; y\ 



Date: 



Time: 



YOUR RIGHTS 



Before we ask you any questions, you must understand your rights. 



You have the right to remain .silent. 



Anything you say can be used against you in court. 



You have the right to talk to s lawyer for advice before we ask you any questions. 



You have the right to have e lawyer with you during questioning. 



Xf you cannot efford a lawyer cne will be appointed for you before any questioning if you wish. 



Witness 



Teme: 



If you decide to answer Questions now without a lawyer present, you h ave the right to stop answering ad any time. 

CONilNf 
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LEGAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
Page 5 of 5 

contingent on my truthful and complete cooperation with him* If I 
have been untruthful as to a material fact, fail to cooperate in 
any significant way, or fail to meet . the entire financial 
obligations stated above, then my attorney may declare this 
agreement void and withdraw from my representation. 



The above and foregoing fee agreement is accepted by me on 



SIGNING PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY AND BE SURE 
YOU UNDERSTAND ALL OH* IT'S CONTENTS . IF 
THERE IS ANYTHING YOU DO NOT UNDERSTAND, ASK 
ABOUT IT. DO NOT HESITATE TO HAVE THIS 
AGREEMENT REVIEWED BY ANOTHER ATTORNEY OF 
YOUR CHOICE . I ENCOURAGE IT ♦ 




WARNING : 



THIS IS A LEGAL BINDING CONTRACT ♦ 



BEFORE 



Antoine Fernand Saint Surin 




Hrtr. P 1-1? cv P I C nnnimpnt 1 FntprpH nn Fl 9f) f)nrkp t HQ / PR / Pm 2 Pag p14nfF;i 



K-l DOCUMENT FOR COMPARISON 



*■ On Ma«h m SAINT SU RIN aovfeed ^ ^ . 

- » vacations « laa unffl m „ ^ teh 31 m 

28- By his signature below, the defendant verifies that; 
A) he has lead and understand the "foregoing; 
*) ^^Wfeclualreootdistrueanoconect; 

C) ^^^tonCTtfreelyandvoluntanlyatlerhet^reoor^o, 

1 «™r ne nas revived the advice of his counss:. 



Date 



JEFFREY H. SLOMAN 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 




ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 



J0 ^DE?A^ioTESOljiRT 



A7TC4|EY FOR THE DEFENDANT 



Case l:12-cv-23497-DLG Document 1 Entered on FLSD Docket 09/25/2012 Page 16 of 51 



EXHIBITS/GRAPHICS 
(REFERRED TO AS "E") 

E-l. PHOTO COPY OF KNOWN ORIGINAL INK WRITING 
E-2. DOCUMENT 479-2 (Q-l) 
E-3. DOCUMENT 479-3 (Q-2) 
E-4. DOCUMENT 479-4 (Q-3) 
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EXHIBITS/GRAPHICS 

E-l. PHOTO COPY OF KNOWN ORIGINAL INK WRITING 
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EXHIBITS/GRAPHICS 
(REFERRED TO AS "E") 



E-2. DOCUMENT 479-2 (Q-l) 
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KONSfeY DE DWA 



Date 
Le 



DWA OU 

Avann poze ou keksyon, se pou ou konprann dwa ou. 

Ou gen dwa padi anyen. 

Nenpdt sa ou di ka sevi kont ou nan tribinal. 

Ou gen dwa mande ou avoka konsdy avan nou poze oil nenpdt keksyon. 
Ou gen dwa gen yen ou avoka av£k ou pandan yap poze keksyon. 

Si ou pa gen moyen pou peye ou avoka, ya pe desriyen yon pou ou, avan yo kdmanse 
poze ou keksyon, si ou vie. 

Si ou deside pou reponn keksyon koulyea san prezansou avoka; ou gen dwa sispann 
reponn le ou vie. 



RENONSYASYON DE DWA 

Mwen li deklarasyon dwa'm * mwen komprann dwa'm yo. Koulyea, mwen detemine pou' 
reponn keksyon san prezans ou avoka. 



Temwen: 



Temwen: 




Siyen 





£ 
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EXHIBITS/GRAPHICS 
(REFERRED TO AS "E") 



E-3. DOCUMENT 479-3 (Q-2) 
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479-3 
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|doc 479-3 surin pixels 
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EXHIBITS/GRAPHICS 
(REFERRED TO AS "E"l 



E-4. DOCUMENT 479-4 (Q-3) 
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"T'h 1 .? :e ro co o rizfr., in vritiroo o! e .• eec ?• ;. l cc:.ce : % \ : .. r 
services ro he p v o v oe d and fee L c be ;:h - r gee i: y j oe j- oe F ar: • 
Els qui re, 212i Fence re Leon Bouleearc, So i te 4 3C , f 2oi~± Gee ] e. 
Florida 3311c, for hand" i ny trie fo-iJevnina legal revtcer: 

Representat eon of Antoine Fernand Saint Surin (USA v. 
Burin, et. al . Southern District of Florida, 05-60078-cr-Harra} . 
unaerstand ;r.ai dr. el He Face, o, bscui t* c :ra v i' eo o-.:.: ;:e i:.y; 



n.cv .1 s i ng .end ncense .1 : ng; invese iqat ir.g ehe lev a::d re oe:re; 
preparing for he a." 3 r.g ' e : ; neqer 4 at i ng wir.h ehe rede re I eon; :c i i ; „ ~ e ; 
enployj.no co counsel end expert witnesses; cc i 1 s berating .vie; 
ether attorneys ; and rep res en tali or. in enure proceed . car a.~ 
nooesaarv . More specifically, Mr. DeFabio is autnorizsd srrrd 
instructed to negoeiate and arrange the tents and conditions of r.y 
surrender axid plea agreement in regards to the z>f orementi o;nad 
pending in.dict^ert against, me. 

I encernlen j tr.rr N ' % o. TeTeeOio dee- r. or eoe.rer"o:e~ a ; :5 ; ■ , r -n. r 
nesclt. o r sentence 1 lorcrier under seem; r.tat ehnole J c^c :.'.:e 
chel.lenge no e eharoeo eaeinsn me end proceed ec *". r :.. s. : , Mr. r . - rui; r> 
viii be required r.c vl rdodraw as ray .erec-r'ney end 1 or . I be ' e :;el.een 
co r e t . e i . n e. :;. v e e e r e: e ... . 



Tee fee 1 c ■ haridiing this cancer rhrcegh e : •■; pe : ■ c ■•■ ■ o 

The re is a n on - re fundable re La i re ~ or fvs j c ee< 

rest be na i d 1 n f i;l J oefcre permanent notice co appearance .. i 
filed. 

POT EN T 1 Ah COKFL 1CT OF tlTtrlK cST 
I a c know] edge t:hao Mr . DeFabio repr escnt s another 1 nci vree^ 
that is charged * : ! : e ::e in e he aforeren^ : ened pend5 no inoicvo- . - ( 
and another er:nact.j cc- conspirator, ere cr ^ch e be a rcc" » ', : n 
interest If: I con r esc the charges and or oc*- eri -co trial . Knox .-.no 
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~ ~i 3, r;y execuf i ng chis ayr eemeru., I waive any patent i al e: nr.; i o 
o f interest L"ci t he purposes of ::.v .: itpr e sen tat ion as sen f or t n 
here.i r . I do :hi? tree 1 y and vol urn" a : i .. y w i thou: .hr eat s c r 
coercion because I believe this t.c be ] r oy beets inter on.- _oci 
because J" want Mr . bebabd o to r e pre sent me . thee ] d I decide t.o 
r. onr est the cha roes and proceed no -rial T vol 1.1 diseha roe Mr . 
."ho Feb I o no :ny at re rriey, or Mr . neFab , ... will no forced no oi orb: v e 
no my attorney, and T w 1 1 1 ret a i n new counsel . 

FIXED RATE LEGAL FF-E 



It in orders food rhat this is nro -n hour i y r-v.e 
To o; irvonv that Joel DoFabio, Esquire wi I 1 oavste s..-oh i: : co. so in 
necessary in this ma Her, bar the ccrrpensaoior will no-- oe 
; : o ear to or decreased based upon the arnoann of hoars expended . A 
lined fee f o 1 legal services has boon guaranteed en s« t for th 
above . In set ting the above lee, she f o.±.l cwi.o:; factors have beer, 
t a een into ocnsiaer at i or: ; the oegreo bf di I f :: oul f y of r he 0:.e, 
br.e expectations of the client , the urgency of the matter , me 
necessity of declini i:q other work based open the hours required to 
do this case, and the attorney 1 s decree of expertise in the 
handlinq sf criminal oases . 

AF'PEld.AlNlT LEVE L PE OCEE't'I LoS 
if any appeals or extra writes arc taton up with h barer 
co ctn court s o f a ope si , either by the or o?cc;n : or: o r t no do ton sc. 
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O O c . "I S O H 



.nvc, 



.an scripts, 



COSTS AND !;;XH;^S : 
"*C Ti 5 O V' e r* Si L 



'.•on, oxh J b i t s 



ion o, 



d, it is agreed ' 
:i fees in mi 
s e n t a t i c n between 



: r tlh O T O Sii 1 O 

: these fund 
com; r act, : 
el DeFabi o, 



COLLECT 1 01 
If is necessary no institute 
:o enforce this a 
e ;:i s on abl e a i l c r n^ v ' 

iddiz ion to aJ 1 amount s f o r fees , cos , 
ies c r ibed. 



•eii-enc , cos < 
fees , wii 1 



of co.-Iecticn, inclao: 
o " o our roc nod pa /op ] r • 

and expenses oro'/i on-; 
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ATT ORN EY' S K ■ GH'r_ IF ICIFuPRAW 
It you are unable to meet, one r inane 1 a i requir eii'i-sntc of this 
agreement , Joe;'! DeFabio, Esqui re reserves the right r.o w i th Jra* 
Iron; your case . 



tf.rm: nation of Fotn saft 



r "'re e an reorient to render serv*_'J : .rs in v : case 
the r ime t r i a r e h a 3 e e are d ismissed (wit. r o : v: i t h o i; z 
filial sentcnci eg proceedings , or the vi thd eav/a I of Ki 



,eFeb: 



FILE! FETE FT I OF 

I h e c on t e n t s o f t h e c lie r: : ' s f i le e .re ewe J b y " o e I I t Fe b i e , 
F.squ.L re end shsl I rexna in the or oper t y re" hin. after f: he "so oF e r i v 
of e he case. 



COMF1 DENT.IAL LY 

It is understood that the client insists _ !e ni s /r.er 
attorney pi meet the secrecy and confidential i y e 1 a 1 1 
communications about the case . By executing this agreement , J 
demand invocation of the attorney/client privilege at ell * Fries 
except when in the prof essi on a J judgment of ry ] awyer d .: so 1 oso 
w 111 a i d nry defense . 

I understand that ry at tcrrev he n e creed to re e . \ ;■ e j n 
o:F y the ma t 1 e r < s } stated d;ove a no that, his r er rese- 1 ~ ■ a ~ • '. r s 
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rc'iZi nqenL on ny t nr;.M ul and comp ! ete c^ :..l 
have been untruth! ul as to a material fact, 
any s i gnificant iv-^y, or Tail too meet 
obi 1 qa Lions stated above, aheri my a L Lai 

7-1 ; day of :4aT.~ } i'ao^/r ' TO 



KARNING : THIS IS A LEGAL BINDING CONTRACT. BEFORE 
SIGNING PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY AND BE SURE 
YOU UNDERSTAND ALL OF IT ' S CONTENTS. IF 
THERE IS ANYTHING YOU DO NOT UNDERSTAND , ASK 
ABOUT IT . DO NOT HESITATE TO HAVE THIS 
AGREEMENT REVIEWED BY ANOTHER ATTORNEY OF 
YOUR CHOICE. I ENCOURAGE IT. 
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AGENCIES: 



TO 



RE: 



United States Parole Commission 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Immigration & Naturalization Service 
Internal Revenue Service 
United States Attorney 
Treasury Department 
Bureau of Prisons 
State Agency 

Other: 

O 



FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 

(U.S.C. 552), PRIVACY ACT 
(5 U.S.C. 552a (d)(1) REQUEST: 
EXEMPTIONS (5 U.S.C. 552 (6)(C) 
(B)(7), GENERAL (U.S.C. 552 A 
(J)(2)) OR SPECIFIC (U.S.C. 
552a (k)(2)) NOT APPLICABLE TO 
THIS REQUEST. 



DIRECT RESPONSE TO: 

Name: /\/t foTNZ r&A/fl "J> SPlNl S«AXai 

Reg. No.: 73f7& 'QQ £ f 

Unit: r 
Date: 



IDENTIFICATION OF REQUESTER: 

NAME: /}^{-o,mc rtrA* 3 " J fg/*/~ Su&>i'tf 

ALIAS \ £*fo£*. S7T y^w/^fflftW ^fe °^ 

DATE OF BIRTH: fr/*//973 "°' h 

PLACE OF BIRTH: Ucz/S, > P-/}« - Pr ' lN c c 

FBI NO.: As^W* yflXALFj ) 2 

SOC. SEC. NO: A/ca/^ ~A/cf««- r- 

OTHER: Se* gjte&uL dst.*f$<frt« ? C * rd 



Right Thumb 


Right Index 







Dear Sir/Ms: 



This letter will serve as my request pursuant to the provisions of the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) 
and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 52a (d)(1), and the applicable State Statutes governing Freedom of Information 
Requests if state agency request, full disclosure and release of all records and / or data contained in the files of 
your agency, and specifically under my name and / or an identifier assigned to my name. This request is sought 
specifically for amendment, deletion and / or expungment (5 U.S.C. 552a (d)(2)(a)) of records maintained by 
/our Agency. The records sought but not limited to, is the complied file containing (1) arrest records, (2) 
investigatory reports, (3) reports or evidentiary and / or scientific information findings, (4) wants, warrants,' and 
' or detainers, (5) final and closing investigation reports: and (6) any and / or all information, data, or report's not 
otherwise exempt by statue(5 U.S.C. (66)(c)(b)(7)), (5 U.S.C. 52a (j)(2), (k)(2), or law, Tarlton, v. Saxbe, 
>07,F.2d. 1116, 165 U.S App. D.C. 293 (1974), Menard v. Saxbe, 498 F 2d. 1017, 162 U.S. App DC 284 
[1974), Sullivan v. Murphy, 478 F. 2d. 938, 156 U.S. App. D.C. 28 (1973). Your Agency is advised that the 
nvestigation reports in toto are no longer accorded exempt status unless under the specific exemption noted, 
md only with reference to specific citation of authority, Paton v. La Prade, 524 F.2d 862, 868-69. (CA3 1975) 



1 

t ihvbi t "C 
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Specific request examples: f^rfer^ & ar * Lau *f rf^^^S^JO^ f° ^ 

i. Afco: £q££ oft Ad\/rc^ Or A TSrJfU. 



2. 
3. 
4. 

5. _ 

6. _ 

7. _ 
B. _ 
9. 
10. 
11.. 
12. 
13._ 
14. 

15. _ 

16. _ 

17. _ 
18. 

19. _ 

20. _ 

21. _ 

22. _ 

23. _ 
24. 

25. _ 

26. _ 

27. _ 
28. 



2 
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3 S.Ct. 1146, 35 L.Ed. 2d. 536. (1973). 
rovided by law (5 U.S.C. 701 et. seq.). 

«, request is nrade under the Freedom ofl— on AcU5 US£ S^"*^ Agefcy. >f 

1U ch deletion. If it should be determined that any matenal te d"^™™^^ materia l for release. 
„uree, dre ^ g*g J ^ - agre e to pay any 

* ™ rSSS^K'.f . - indigei provided by statue or regmauon of your 
agency, for search and copying of the material requested. 

.« TitipSTTSr «552.6Vnm it is noted that your Agency has ten (10) working days following 
Pursuant to Title 5 U.S.L. ool WaW. » " ulcu J * -li chnnld anv delav occur, it s requested 

Sfy^^^ 
Agency will be able to act upon request. 



Yours trulyl 



Dated: /,*h 





3 
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Van or justic Certification ot Identity 



ri-,rv Act Sblenienl. In accordance with 28 CFR Scciion 16.4 1(d) personal dam sufficient .o identify Uk individuals submitting 
uuc^ by mail under the Priv aC y Ae« of 1974. 5 U.S.C. Section" 552a. is required. The purpose or this solvation ,s to ensure U,a, the 

or individuals who are the subjec. or U.S. Department or Justice systems or records rue not i wrong fully disclosed by I* 
clment Failure to rumisli this inro.wa.ion will result in no action being taken on the request. False inromuu.on on th,s fonn may sub- 
c. the requester to criminal penalties under 18 U.S.C. Section 1001 and/or 5 U.S.C. Section 522a(i) (3). 

Jb lic reporting burden for this collection or information is estimated to average 0.50 hours per response, including the lime for reviewing 
s.metions searching existing da., sources. gaU.ering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing dc collection or 
formation. Suggestions for reducing this burden may be submitted to Director, Facilities and Admin.stral.ve Services StalTJust.ee 
.-.nagemen. Division. U.S. Department or Justice. Washington. DC 20530 and the. Office or Information and Regulatory AfTairs. Office or 
lanagement and Budget. Public Use Renons Project (1 103-0016). Washington. DC 20503. 



ull Name of Requester 



1*73 '2 -cot/ 



urrcnt 



>ate or Birth . 
lace of Birth 



(?> w /ox/ 79. 



P- flu - Pr/MC-z. 



ocia! Security Number 2 



icclare under penally of perjury under M laws oPlhe United Stales of America that the foregoing is true and correct, and that I am the 
:rson named above, and I understand th/t any falsification of this statement is punishable under the provisions or 18 US.C. Section 1001 
t a Tine or not rnqrt than S 1 oiffl iuif>risonmen\ or not more than five years or both, and that requesting or obtainmg any recorcJ(s) 
Klcr folse pretends punish^ #^ ( ) P rovision f of 5 USC b * 11 fine of not morc lhan $5 -°°°- 



ignature 3 




)p(ional: Authorization lo Release Information to Another Person 

his fonn is also lo be completed by a requester who is , authorizing information relating lo himself or herself to be released to another 



•rson. 



Lirther. pursuant lo 5 U.S.C. § 552a(b). I authorize the U.S. Department of Justice to release any and all information relating to me to: 



(Prim or Type Name) 



' f Juutt i?f individual who is the subject of the record sought. . 

2 Providing your social security number is voluntary. You arc asked to provide your social security number only lo facilitate the idcnti- 
kaiion ol" records relating lo you. Without your social security number, the Department mny be unable to locate any or all records pertain- 
ing to you 

1 Signuiurc of individual who is the subject of the record sought. 

FORM tKM V.1 

OHM AlTKOVTJ) OMH NO 1 lOVCXIf* CKD 9K 

..vrmi-s I/hah 
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U.S. Department of Justice 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 



Washington. D C. 20535 
March 5, 2012 

MR. ANTOINE FERNAND SAINT-SURIN 
**73572-004 
MIAMI FCI 
UNIT F 

POST OFFICE BOX 779800 
MIAMI, FL 33177 



FOIPA Request No.: 1180677-000 
Subject: SAINT-SURIN, ANTOINE 
FERNAND 



Dear Mr. Saint-Surin: 

This responds to your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request. 

The material you requested is located in an investigative file which is exempt from disclosure 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(7)(A). 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(7)(A) exempts from disclosure: 

records or information compiled for law enforcement purposes, but only 
to the extent that the production of such law enforcement records or 
information ... could reasonably be expected to interfere with 
enforcement proceedings... 

In applying this exemption, I have determined that the records responsive to your request are law 
enforcement records; that there is a pending or prospective law enforcement proceeding relevant to these 
responsive records; and that release of the information contained in these responsive records could 
reasonably be expected to interfere with the enforcement proceedings. For a further explanation of this 
exemption, see enclosed Explanation of Exemptions Form. 

You may file an appeal by writing to the Director, Office of Information Policy (OIP), U.S. 
Department of Justice, 1425 New York Ave., NW, Suite 11050, Washington, D.C. 20530-0001. Your 
appeal must be received by OIP within sixty (60) davs from the date of this letter in order to be considered 
timely. The envelope and the letter should be clearly marked "Freedom of Information Appeal." Please cite 
the FOIPA Request Number assigned to your request so that it may be identified easily. 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of the FBI File Fact Sheet. 



Very truly yours, 

David M. Hardy 
Section Chief, 
Record/Information 

Dissemination Section 
Records Management Division 



Enclosure 
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3/16/2012 



.Director, Office of Information Policy (OIP) 

US. Dept. of Justice 
*Ji425 New York Ave., NW, Suite 11050 

Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 



Re: Freedom of Information Appeal, Antoine Fernard Saint-Surin, Request No. 1 180677-000 



Dear Director: 

•In response lo the denial of my original F.O.I, request, by David M. Hardy, Section Chief, dated 
w records J seek are law enforcement records, this letter is serve as both a Notice of Appeal and an 
denial. 



March 5, 2012, on the basis the 
Informal Appeal of said [ 



Pursuance the Appea! requirements, ! am bring this action within the 60 allowed from March* 5, 2012 denia 

The Reasons, Grounds, Arguments and Support for 
*" . . * documents requested, by and for which this Appeal should be granted are as follows: 

• - ! | 

1* I am still in the process of appealing my criminal conviction before the Appellate Court and thej records I seek are essential 
.to fully completing that Appeal with all elements present. As I may further seek redress under by;a Section 2255 Motion(s), it is 
believed the information withheld iby you is essential to complete my defense, and wilt show sufficient impropriators, legal 
" prrors and operational mistakes of government agents that will support my grounds for an Appeal and further Habeas Corpus 
relief, 'without your full disclosure, my Constitutional rights, which were violated based on the limited discovery stated below, 
"Will continue to be violated and not brought to the attention of the proper parties to bring about necessary redress. 

2 Through diligent discovery, I have and can prove, within a reasonable doubt, that the F.B.I: ar^d its agents FORGED 
DQdUMENTS in order to assist and bring about not only my abduction from Ecuador, but in the presenting of my case to the 
Federal Prosecutor. In doing so, my Constitutional rights, both in Ecuador and the United States jwere violated. 

<' 3* That the enclosed copy of an independent FORENSIC REPORT supports my ORIGINAL protests and contentions before 
'.the Court that the authorities acted illegally, did not follow correct government procedures and violated my ryhts wrth impunity. 

It not onlv shows my own attorney forged documents to protect himself from Court admonishmen , and protect e. .side ^ 
■i^™nt^an« alleged co-conspirator who paid him to entrap me, but the agents f^^^Jg^^ 

.became co-conspirators when they forged my signature on my Miranda Rights Waiver, aka, ADVICE OF RIGHTS forms 
"presented to the Court. 

• A A difigent attempt to obtain the original of said documents has not been forthcoming by the 

• Impropriety ."cover.-up, abusive ofauthority and an attempt by agents to thwart justice or obtain 
. to enhance their arrest/conviction record. 

• V That as a citizen of Ecuador, i was improperly transported to the U.S. by the use of illegal means, as a result of behind the 
scen^ of both couniries, unbeknownst to me and supervising officios, for monetary amounts yet to 

.'be exposed. ! j 



Government, which reeks of 
convictions through elicit means 



officials of Ecuador, and their 
Federal Foreign Authentication 



6 " Thaf the documents identified|above were never properly authenticated by government 

* submission to the prosecution and the courts was improper by the agents and in violation of 

* Laws. 

. 7. ^Thal if the true facts of the agents' actions were disclosed, their actions would rise to such egregio; is behavior-that they 



/ <r n re* 



■1- 



t- 
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"would receive some form of punishment, sanction or penalty as the Bureau and the Courts would 
actions were "so outside the agency operating guidelines, that the assertion by F.B.I, that the 
preserved because they are "enforcement records" is absurd and detrimental to my pursuit of a fa 
Appeals Court, 



require. Further, that their 
documents requested need to be 
r and impartial hearing by the 



8. That'the only way to clear this jtaint" on the government agents' actions is for a fair viewing by my defense team and the 
" ^6ucts*of all the documents surrounding my arrest, transportation and conviction. The Prosecutioji has admitted in Court 
-Re.cordsjhat-my wife was arrested and held by Ecuadorian officials to force my cooperation and plea in the U.S. to cover-up the 



agents, actions. 



and or released, with their 



9: Further, ALL of the other parties who were alleged to be co-conspirators have been sentenced ; 
appeals exhausted. Thus, the release of the records sough would not harm then in any way, and yvould not compromise the 
.past, current for future lawful operations of ongoing F.B.I, operations, its agents and related security services and or 

' agreements with other countries and their respective agents. That in fact, it would help prove violations of the laws that your- 

^directives are attempting to uphold. 

10.. That I believe this is a "closed case," and further, based on its small stature, that the security of the U.S. would NOT be i 
■ threatened or critical enforcement iprocedures exposed by the release of said documents. Further!, if the Bureau so declares, 

then my defense counsel's security should be raised to a level they can review ALL the documents relating to my investigation, 
Vrest, transportation and conviction to determine their importance. Also, that said documents coijld be provided the Court for 
^n irr camera review behind closed doors with a Justice deciding if said documents can be released and what parts of said 
"documents would need to be redacted to protect the interest of the United States. Any alleged continuing actions against other 
m (If any) parties can have their names and social security redacted to protect same, thus their is again no viable reason for 

withholding'same pursuant to my request. 



"11.. That the allegations contained within this Appeal should be taken at face value and deemed 
*a full investigation into the truths of the matter. That the proof enclosed, should be more than suf 
.of my document request and an internal investigation by the internal affairs division of the F.B.I. 

Wherefore, based on the above, my full rights to FULL disclosure of all possible evidence against 
was'obtained, this Appeal should be granted and expedited pursuant to the expedite rules under I 
du« "(Taste and dispatch": 

day of March, 2012 by: 



true until proven otherwise by 
sufficient to warrant the. granting 



me, and the procedures it ' . 
.O.I. governing rules with all 




JKnmi\& Fernard Sa^intSurin 
' #73572-004 \ 

ret Miami 

P.O. Box 779800 
'•MialTii, FL 33177 

,'ENC: Forensic Report Copy 



700=1 aaao ooaijr^D3j^ 



' CaSe l:12-cv-23497-DLG Document 1 Entered on FLSD Docket 09/25/2012 Page 47 of*51 




U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Information Policy 
Suite 11050 

1425 New York Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530-0001 



Telephone: (202) 514-3642 



2 5 2012 



Mr. Antoine Saint-Surin 
Register No. 73572-004 



Post Office Box 779800 
Miami, FL 33177 



Federal Correctional Institution 



Re: Appeal No. AP-2012-01820 
Request No. 1180677 
SRO:SKV 



Dear Mr. Saint-Surin: 

You appealed from the action of the Federal Bureau of Investigation on your request for 
access to records concerning yourself. 

After carefully considering your appeal, and as a result of discussions between FBI 
personnel and this Office, I am remanding your request for further review and processing of 
certain records responsive to your request. If the FBI determines that records are releasable, it 
will send them to you directly, subject to any applicable fees. You may appeal any future 
adverse determination made by the FBI. If you would like to inquire about the status of this 
remand, please contact the FBI directly. 

If you are dissatisfied with my action on your appeal, the FOIA permits you to file a 
lawsuit in federal district court in accordance with 5 U.S.C. § 552(a)(4)(B). 



Sincerely, 



Janice Galli McLeod 
Associate Director 




Sean R. O'Neill 
Senior Attorney 
Administrative Appeals Staff 
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Federal Bureau of Investigation 



U.S. Department of Justice 



Washington, D.C. 20535 



May 4, 2012 



MR. ANTOINE FERNAND SAINT-SURIN 
**73572-004 
MIAMI FCI 
UNIT F 

POST OFFICE BOX 779800 
MIAMI, FL 33177 



Dear Mr. Saint-Surin: 

The purpose of this letter is to advise you of the status of your Freedom of Information Ad 
(FOiA/PA) request at the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). On March 6, 2012, you were mailed a letter 
informing you that the material you requested is located in an investigative file which is exempt from 
disclosure pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(7)(A). 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(7)(A) exempts from disclosure: 



Per an appeal, FBI Records Management Division (RMD) has determined that there may be public 
source information in possibly responsive files that may be released to you. Your request has been re- 
opened under the FOIPA number listed above and we are currently in the process of searching, gathering, 
and processing any responsive material related to your request. 

You may inquire as to the status of your request by calling the FBI's FOIPA Public 
Information Center at 540-868-4593. 



Appeal No.: AP-201 2-01 820 
FOIPA Request No.: 1 1 80677 001 
Subject: SAINT-SURIN, ANTOINE 
FERNAND 



records or information compiled for law enforcement purposes, but only 
to the extent that the production of such law enforcement records or 
information ... could reasonably be expected to interfere with 
enforcement proceedings... 



Very truly yours, 




David M. Hardy 
Section Chief 
Record/Information 



Dissemination Section 
Records Management Division 
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U.S. Department of Justice 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 



Washington, D.C 20535 
May 29, 2012 

MR. ANTOINE FERNAND SAINT-SURIN 
**73572-004 
MIAMI FCI 
UNIT F 

POST OFFICE BOX 779800 
MIAMI, FL 33177 



Appeal No.: AP-2012-01820 
FOIPA Request No.: 1180677-001 
Subject: SAiNT-SURIN, ANTOINE 
FERNAND 



Dear Mr. Saint-Surin: 

This is in further response to your Freedom of Information/Privacy Acts (FOIPA) request. 

The material you requested is located in an investigative file which is exempt from disclosure 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(7)(A). 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(7)(A) exempts from disclosure: 

records or information compiled for law enforcement purposes, but only 
to the extent that the production of such law enforcement records or 
information ... could reasonably be expected to interfere with 
enforcement proceedings... 

In addition, please be advised that a search for public source information resulted in no responsive 
documents relative to your request. 

In applying this exemption, I have determined that the records responsive to your request are law 
enforcement records; that there is a pending or prospective law enforcement proceeding relevant to these 
responsive records; and that release of the information contained in these responsive records could 
reasonably be expected to interfere with the enforcement proceedings. For a further explanation of this 
exemption, see enclosed Explanation of Exemptions Form. 

You may file an appeal by writing to the Director, Office of Information Policy (OIP), U.S. 
Department of Justice, 1425 New York Ave.. NW. Suite 11050, Washington, D.C. 20530-0001. Your 
appeal must be received by OIP within sixty (60) days from the date of this letter in order to be considered 
timely. The envelope and the letter should be clearly marked "Freedom of Information Appeal." Please cite 
the FOIPA Request Number assigned to your request so that it may be identified easily. 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of the FBI File Fact Sheet. 



Very truly yours, 

David M. Hardy 
Section Chief, 
Record/I nformation 

Dissemination Section 
Records Management Division 



Enclosure (2) 
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If you are dissatisfied with my action on your appeal, the FOIA permits you to file a 
lawsuit in federal district court in accordance with 5 U.S.C. § 552(a)(4)(B). 

Sincerely, 

Janice Galli McLeod 
Associate Director 

By: (^mv^i) k/trv_ 

Anne D. Work 
Senior Counsel 
Administrative Appeals Staff 
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ftnifoiwe ftmAAJl) 5/9/A/T-SWN/ 

1>0. Box »°l<&00 
Miami, pl 33 s 



